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PRINCIPAL BENCH

NEW DELHI
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SuraJ Bhan

Varsus

Union of India &Artr«.

Ulnash Silmana

Versus

Union of India &4ncw

Q>A.No.^j^yy^

P. Subramaniiunic Anr.

Versus

Union of India &Aac.

g>A.No.SSfi^r>

Ran Sewak

Versus

Union of India &Ors,

\

VI render Singh

Versus

Union of India & Ors.

•^anjit Singh

Dat. of daclslon, jgly is.

••"Applicant

• • • ^apondents

Applicant• • •

• ♦ • Beqpondents

••^Applicant

Seqpondents

i'^;>plicant• • •

Ae^ndents• • •

• • applicant

Versus

Union of India fc Aitt»

• •• Respondents

•••Applicant

•Respondents

oontd.,,
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pyx>ol Slngn
V«rsus

of I„ai. . or..

7 i«-iWf^i<^29/92
^ ...Applicant
Oaj raj Singn

Varsus

of indl. .. or.. ...H.3Pond.n«

...*PPUc«t
N, Rttbman

Varaus

.4 c ...Re^ndanta
onion of India fc Ant.

. ...Applicant
Praia Singn

Varaus

vnion of I»ai. «. tor. ...to««.nd.»«

Bfcahm PraXash &2othors •••Appl^c®®
Varana

„oion of - or.. ...to.fona»t.

- • oRoplicant
Aagdiah Singh 6 Another

Varana

union of loai. ' or.. ...to.PO»ei®«

g_ij*i| |**7 illtf

Varaua

union of XnOi. ' or..

oontd. ..)•

...Applicant
Nafa Singh

I

V
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Santo sh Singh •••^plicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••lleiQ)ondant8

B«R« Redd^ •••^^licant

Versus

union of India S Anrv •••Raspondonts

0,A^,166^/91

B«C« Reddish •••J^licant

Versus

Union of India ^AsHr^* •••Respondents

Rajbir Singh & Others •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India & Ors. •••Respondents

^ 0«AfNo,:^47j/Vl
Ran Kumar S%iaml •••I^E^licant

Versus
/

Union of India & Ors^ •••Respondents

Defender Singh . , •Applicant

Versus

Union of India •••Reapondeits

Inder. Singh A Others •••Applicant

Versus

Union of India SRojr*. ...Reipondents

Gbntd^^,»4»
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R«n Stingar Oth«r» .^.^licant

V«r«us

Onion of In<3iln fclttus* «®#Ro^pon<Sonto

Mnfo Singh .Applicant
Vitrtfus

Onion of Xndin fc Sn®% ».#Ro^pon<lantn

THB K)N*BLI MR. P.K. KRRTHA# VICS-ClMRMftN(J) •
THB tON'BLB MR. B.M. DHDONDIYAL# MB>BJtR(A) •

RppXieafit« through Shd R»L.
8«thi« Gbuns0l»

ReflMndants through Ms. Gsots Iwthrsf
OtfSsolf and S/ShsL Rnoop Bagai# Q>una^#
Pawan Bahl, Gbunselr O.S.Iri8al» tounself
M.C.Gazg. Oounsali B.R. Prashar# Ooonsal.

JtlDQMBiT (ORAL)

c Ibn'bXa Mr. PJC. Kartha, Vlca-.Chairman(J) )i

Am oontron guastiona of law and fact

adaa for oonaidaratlon in this - batch of caaaa.

thm wara hoard togathar and ara balng diqoaad of
by thia CDMMon judgmant.

2j, Tha applieePta bolong to tha Canttal PoUea
Oontd...S.
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Organisations (CPOs) consisting of C.R.P,F., B.s.p,,

and C.I.S.F. Th«v t«rs dsputad to the

Delhi Police on various dates and the diputaUon

ha. been extended fros. time to U»e. The te*«ndents

have penaanenUy absorbed A)out 400 such persons

but they have decided to repatriate about XOO persons

to their parent d^artments. The *pllcants before us

belong to the category of those %#!x> have be«> ortiered

to be r^atriated to their parent departments. By

virtue of the interim onSers passed by the Tribunal,

they are, however, oonttnuing %d.th the Delhi Police

in their present posts,

3- The applicarits belong to the category of

Q>nstableV^ad Qonatables, itile 9 of the Delhi

Police (Appointment and Recruitment) Rules, 1980

prescribes matriq/higher secondary, loth or 1042
\

as ths idnlBuis aducaUonal standard tot the poiposs

of recnUtnant/appolntaient of Follce eonst,>le,,

«tala 17 of the Oslhl Police (Oaneni conditions of

Se«lce) Balee. jaao pmvid,,. Inter aUa, that th.

loner of Police. Delhi sny .,„ctlon persment

absorpUon In Delhi PoUce of np(, r and loner

«4)ordioate» Inspector. tvo» other StateVUnlon

Gbntdee.6,
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I»riltoil«» «»> 0«itr«l »olic« 0t9«i»l»«Uon», «lth

their oonawt end *ltb the aoneurraoea of tho head

of tho Polleo foreo of tho stoto/Vnion Torcitoty

or th» Central Police Organieatlone etc.

Tho caee of the applicants Is that the

respondents did not consider their case for

^sotption in the Delhi Polios in accordance idtb the

policy decision contained in their letter dated

j^l„7.1990 Oeaiing with the pensanent ahsoxption oJ|

GOnst^les froe CPOs to .Delhi Police. According to

the said decision, all Oonstahles of the CPOs %*»

have cospieted teo years of deputation period and

tho are below 40 years of aga and possess eattic or

^va educaUonal gualificaUon are eligible for

d»florption. In eoch cases, the persons oonceme^

are to be beard in parson end their suitability

stould be eeseseed after scrutinising their service

records.

5, The grievance of the applicants is that

the poliv decision was not iwpleesnted fairly and

that this had resulted in aitoltretinees end

diecriadnation. As against this, the leexned counsel

for the f9ponAmtn argued that tiie d^eion taken
Contd.. .7 .
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by th. r.^n<tant. to or not to th.

a*ut.tionlot. «, on th. b.ai. of th. r.«ora.
.vallabl. «tlh th.. that thr. «. „o «t>ltr.rln.„
or dl.ctlrtnatlon in th. .ctlon tA« by th...

6. According to the admitted facts

of th. CM., , thos. .ho hav. PMM4 Mttlcnlatton
««lnatlon and abov. and art/^SSSr.'^ to b.
con.id.„d for .b„rption In acrdanc. .1th it.1.
" MoUonad Aov. .. .i^ th. policy <Uclrton
oontainod in th. Ltfr datad U.7.,990 Anothar
B«ch of thi. Tribunal ha, dlapoMd of a batch of
♦Plication, by judcent datad J.6.1991 in O.AJte.525/92
Ofahd. Safi t. ora. Vs. Oalhi AandnlMr.tion.|. Or,.)

connected .attars. in th. op.rativ. „ rt of th.
J"l8n«>t. th. Tribunal ha. uphald th. deciaion of
th. r..pond«t, to repatriate aud, of thoae .to did
not po..e.s the «tri„iation or .<paval„t <p.alificaUon
to their parent dtoartn.enta. At the .... ti... the
Tribunal directed th. retoondent. ln.».f.r ..
th. aavM of th. applicant, bafor. the Tribunal Mr.
conc.m.d to file rtor..,„tationa. if ^thin 2
«dce and produce th. iMtariai In aupport of their
cae. that they po.M,. th. rtoulait. educational
qualification, in that evaiti

'••pondents sure

Qontd,,.8.
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air-cfd to their c.». tor tf.~tI.tion «.a
If they ere tonnd eiigihi. tf.d dit dor tf.«.pUoB.
. aecieion In that htf»ld tf»»ld»». ttfc« nithin
fonr edt^ the rtftei^^ - r~t..~t.tion..
«« "Pr—tion.
^r. decidtfi. the wUc»»t» dhell not he
xn..tn.t.d t» their p.t»t depert-nte.

«.e cee. od eevtf. ePPUcante. the «>»cetion. diied
^ «„ other, eer. di»d.-a «.d the intetin orde^
oeie eacatod in their ceM*.

«.e eppUctf^t. hedor. n. e-

«ltuat«d. i^tmr hearing both etdee. ^ »» o£ the
opinion that einllar directton. .honld ha ie«o«
«. r..pond«.t. in thi.- batch od «,plicatlon.
oedor. ... hc»tdi»,XT. -the t.~ondtf.t. » r«.atriat. ~«h od tho« -» *> ^

„t po.~.. the -tricuXaUon or .^v.X«.t.r higher
^eXidicaUon or tf»..

eon.«.t od their par«.t deparu-nf. Subject to
What i. .tated tf»t.. the appXicaUon. before u.

ai~o~d od mth the fexxowln, order, end
ditections !•

,ppUctf.t. mv reP"*""*^"'
Oentd* • *9 •
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to tha raspondftnts idthin thr»« wtsks fson ths

datB of receipt of thle Order together ^th the

dociueente \tiLdh mag subetentiate their claim that

the^ poesess matxlculation or equivalent or higher

gualif i cation;

(ii) Zn case the epplicanta make euch

rapresentation^ the respondents ^all consider the

smae and if the applicants possess the reqptiaite

qualifications prescribed under the Rules and if

they are other%dse found eligible in e^ll reepects

for absorption as on the date of the passing of the

^opugned order of repatriation to their parent depart

ments# the reiqondents shall pass appropriate orders

tdthin four series after the receiitof the representa-

tionsy

(iii) nil appropriate orders are passed on such

r^resentations# the re^ndents are restrained from

Cipatriating the ^plicants to their parent depart-

Its# The interim orders alreadf passed idll

oohtinue till then.

There idll be no order as to costs#

X«et a copy of this Order be placed in all
/caseoc^

tlWflles and a copy be gives to both parties

^ . Crur ' '[••ci
tfcstra /('rr,r's TrfbaaAl
Frin".-(rrrHfise ''

(B#8#D10iniDZTAl3 <^^v.uicu .a , KARTOk)
MtMBBR (A) VICI CIIAZRMMI(J)


